VIDEO RECORDINGS ACT
The Video Recordings Act 1984, s. 4 As a result, the Video Appeals Committee was created as an independent appellate body which gives video distributors the right to appeal against decisions of the Board which they feel are not correct. It is to be noted that the public has no right of appeal against a decision of the Board, however controversial it may be. Unsuccessful efforts have been made to give such a right.
The Appeals Committee consists of no more than 12 persons of distinction and integrity, wholly independent of the Board and the video industry, some of whom have legal experience. The president is a lawyer and at the moment is supported by one other lawyer. Not less than three members may hear an appeal but, in practice, an effort is always made to have five members sitting. The work of the Committee is governed by the Video Appeals Committee Provisions 1985. In practice, a notice of appeal against the Board's decision is submitted to the Committee's Secretary, and both the Board and the appellant are given the opportunity to make written submissions. In addition, the Committee has the discretion to accept any written representations or documents submitted to it by any other interested party, that is to say a party who has a clear interest in the outcome of the appeal. Thus the Appeals Committee is entitled to consider hearsay evidence and written evidence but, of course, must be careful to give to that evidence only such weight as is appropriate in the circumstances. The Committee does try to avoid formality but has found that its effectiveness is enhanced by adopting the practices and procedures that are present in other statutory tribunals. The decision of the Committee must be given in writing within 21 days from the final day of the hearing; not an easy task where the tribunal normally consists of five persons, all of whom have other occupations and lead busy lives.
NATURE OF APPEALS
The Committee has received only 14 appeals during its history but it is perhaps interesting that five of them have been heard or are pending this year. Several of the appeals have concerned the R18 certificate which allows video works to be supplied only in sex shops. On some occasions an R18 certificate has been refused, on others an R18 certificate has been granted where the applicant has asked for an 18 certificate and such certificate would allow the video to be supplied from shops not required to be licensed as sex shops. In order for a sex shop to be able to trade, it must first be licensed by the local authority for the area in which it wishes to trade and, if a shop supplies an R18 video, or offers to do so, without such a In Boy Meets Girl (Appeal No. 10) the interpretation of s. 4(A) was considered by the Video Appeals Committee. The Committee accepted the interpretation put upon the words 'potential viewer' by the Board. The Board considers the audience to be addressed by the video and the audience which is going to see it should the Board grant a certificate. The Board has special regard to any harm that may be caused potential viewers, whatever age those viewers are likely to be, or harm which might be caused through the behaviour of viewers after seeing the video. ' (p.456) In order to prove a criminal oltence, which must be proved beyond all reasonable doubt, the prosecution must show that even if there is a tendency to deprave and corrupt that tendency must be directed to those persons who are likely, having regard to all relevant circumstances, to look at the matter. In [1968] It needs to be said, however, that each video work has to be considered on its own content, on the likely audience and on its place of sale. Although works maybe similar, no two works are the same and each case has to be considered on its own particular merits. 
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